Climate action and
the biodiversity crisis
Nature-based solutions for climate and development
challenges rely on biodiversity
Arresting climate change is a major global challenge of our time and cuts
across all other development challenges. Ireland is future-proofing its
development cooperation by integrating climate action into all areas, so that
the poorest and most vulnerable are not left further behind by the climate
crisis. This is one of a series of Climate Key Sheets that describe how climate
action interacts with pressing development concerns.

www
.irish

aid.g
ov.ie

Climate Key Sheet / 4
Authors: Dilys Roe and Xiaoting Hou Jones

Overview
Biodiversity is a term to describe the immense variety and variability
of life of earth – from genes to species to ecosystems. It is a term
often used interchangeably with nature but is not the same thing.
Nature has both living (trees and wildlife) and non-living (water
and soil) components. But it is often the diversity of those living
components that determines the health and stability of nature, and
its ability to provide critical services to people such as clean air and
water, fertile soil and carbon storage.
Biodiversity is declining faster than at any other time in human
history, and this biodiversity loss is as significant a crisis as our
changing climate. Furthermore, the two are inter-twined: climate
change, and the land-use and consumption patterns that fuel
it, is a major driver of biodiversity loss. Meanwhile, biodiversity
loss makes it harder to mitigate climate impacts and to adapt to
climate change. Both of these crises are more than environmental
issues – they represent severe challenges to development gains
that have been made in the past few decades and to future
development opportunities.
Nature-based solutions can tackle both climate mitigation and
adaptation challenges at relatively low-cost while delivering
diverse economic, social and environmental benefits – including
biodiversity conservation. Therefore they have become
increasingly prominent in international climate change polices and
are a critical part of the climate change responses in developing
countries. But not all nature-based solutions are good for
biodiversity or for poor people and it is important to ensure they
are designed and implemented appropriately.
Investing in biodiversity/tackling biodiversity loss can help deliver
development and climate change benefits. But some responses to
biodiversity loss have exacerbated poverty and vulnerability of local
people. It is important to ensure that approaches are designed to
support the poor and the most vulnerable and to recognise their
important role as nature’s stewards.

Biodiversity matters for climate action because…
Biodiversity and nature matter for climate action because they
affect, and are affected by, climate change, with potential for a
vicious spiraling decline. Biodiversity underpins nature’s ability to
provide essential services – including climate change mitigation
and adaptation, food security, health and resilience. For example,
biodiverse grasslands, fisheries and forests offer more productivity,
forage, food and wood. Biodiversity also underpins ecosystem
stability, lessening susceptibility to external shocks such as pests,
diseases or extreme weather. Similarly, diversified agriculture, with
many crop varieties, is more robust than monocultures. Biodiversity
loss compromises investments in climate-resilient development.
For developing countries, working with nature is often the only
affordable climate adaptation option. Importantly, it offers wideranging benefits for the most vulnerable people (compared to
engineered adaptation).

Elephants in Murchison
Falls National Park,
Lolim, Uganda
Credit: Matthew Essman
on Unsplash

1. What biodiversity is and why it
matters
Nature provides many goods and services on which
humans depend – from breathable air, to medicines
(Figure 1). Strong evidence shows these are produced
more efficiently and reliably where species, genes and
ecosystems are diverse. This is what biodiversity is
– the variability (diversity) of all the genetic material,
species and ecosystems that live on Earth. People
often use ‘biodiversity’ interchangeably with ‘wildlife’
or ‘nature’ (Table 1). However, it is a property of nature,
not nature itself. Biodiversity offers us more than the
sum of nature’s parts.
The Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD) contains
biodiversity’s internationally agreed definition: “the
variability among living organisms from all sources
including, inter alia, terrestrial, marine and other aquatic
ecosystems and the ecological complexes of which they
are part; this includes diversity within species, between
species and of ecosystems.”
Of course, many of nature’s contributions to human
wellbeing depend as much on abundance as on
diversity.1 Services also rely on the specific functions
that species, groups of species, or ecosystems offer:

as food sources, pollution absorbers, natural storm
defences and so on. But, crucially, it is diversity that
underpins the abundance, extent and condition of
nature and that secures our flow of benefits, now and
in the future. Biodiversity confers both social and
ecological resilience and adaptive capacity – particularly
under a changing climate.2
It is conceptually and methodologically challenging, and
perhaps ethically questionable, to assign an economic
value to biodiversity and the services it generates.
However, a recent OECD report estimates biodiversity
provides people with USD 125-140 trillion worth of
services per year.3

2. Nature-based solutions to climate
change challenges
Nature, underpinned by biodiversity, can generate
benefits for people through nature-based solutions
to problems including climate change, food security,
health, and so on. Nature-based solutions (NbS) are
“actions that protect, sustainably manage and restore
natural or modified ecosystems to address societal
challenges”.5 They are indispensable for climate change
mitigation and adaptation.

Figure 1. Nature, underpinned by biodiversity, delivers a wide range of benefits to people
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Table 1. Terms wrongly used interchangeably with biodiversity
Biodiversity is not the same as…
Nature

Nature means the world’s living and non-living natural processes and features, including
species, mountains, oceans and so on. Biodiversity is the variety of nature’s living
components, and is critical for sustaining healthy natural systems.

Wildlife

Wildlife generally refers to familiar and/or iconic species — components of biodiversity.
Biodiversity is the variety of all living organisms, including everything from top predators to
micro-organisms, as well as crop and livestock varieties and landraces. The biodiversity in
communities of plants, animals, fungi, microbes and so on, underpins survival of individual
wildlife species.

Natural resources

These are naturally-occuring materials that we exploit. Some are renewable, derived from
living resources (wood, bushmeat and so on). Some are finite and from inanimate sources (oil
and gas, minerals and so on). Some components of biodiversity, including species we eat, are
natural resources. A diversity of species, genes and ecosystems secures long-term production of
renewable natural resources.

Natural capital

Natural capital is a way of explaining the value of nature and biodiversity to economically-minded
decision makers, drawing a deliberate parallel to financial systems, where capital generates
income flows. Natural capital is the world’s stock of natural assets, such as water, land, soil and
wildlife, from which flow valuable goods and services. A diverse portfolio of financial stocks is
more resilient to external shocks— and so is a diverse portfolio of natural capital.

Ecosystem services

The Intergovernmental Panel on Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services (IPBES) describes
ecosystem services as “nature’s benefits to people”. Biodiversity strengthens and sustains
ecosystem services, making ecosystems more resilient and better able to deliver ecosystem
services. Biodiversity also makes many ecosystem services more productive and efficient.

2.1 Solutions for mitigation
Terrestrial and coastal ecosystems absorb and store
carbon. Ecosystem degradation and loss therefore
increases carbon emissions. The IPCC estimates that
land use change accounts for a third of global carbon
emissions.6 Less is known about carbon emissions from
changing coastal ecosystems, but these could equal
3—19% of global emissions from deforestation.7
Nature-based solutions, in the form of conservation,
restoration and improved management of ecosystems,
can mitigate emissions and enhance capacity for carbon
storage. Conservation, restoration and improved
management of global forests, wetland, grassland and
agricultural lands could provide 37% of cost-effective
carbon mitigation needed by 2030 to hold global
warming below two degrees celsius.8
In sub-Saharan Africa, future carbon emissions
from land use and land use change will likely be
very significant as populations continue growing.
Nature-based solutions have therefore become an
important part of many countries’ mitigation strategies
(Box 1).

2.2 Solutions for adaptation (ecosystem-based
adaptation)
Many services nature provides (ecosystem services)
are key to societies’ resilience to climate change. For
example, forests can stabilise slopes, prevent landslides,
regulate water flow and prevent flash floods. Wetland
and floodplains can buffer floods and maintain water

flow and quality as rainfall patterns shift. Coastal
mangrove, salt marshes and reefs dissipate wave energy
during powerful tropical storms. Diverse agroforestry
systems can improve water retention and minimise
impacts from drought and pest outbreaks.
These ecosystems, and their services, are also stressed
by climate change. For example, drought increases the
risks of forest fires, and warmer seas hold dissolved
carbon dioxide, making them more acidic, harming
coastal ecosystems like coral reefs. Nature-based
solutions for adaptation acknowledge that, to be
effective, interventions must recognise these feedbacks.
Nature-based solutions for adaptation – also called
ecosystem-based adaptation (EbA) - sustainably manage,
conserve and restore biodiversity and ecosystem services
within an overall climate adaptation strategy.
EbA is an increasingly popular and tested strategy in
developing countries where people strongly depend
on natural resources. In sub-Saharan Africa,
nature-based solutions are often more important for
adaptation than for mitigation, because despite low
historical emission levels, these countries are bearing
the brunt of climate change.

2.3 Opportunities in practice
Nature-based solutions can tackle both climate
mitigation and adaptation challenges at relatively lowcost, while delivering diverse economic, social and
environmental benefits for the most vulnerable. They
are increasingly prominent in international climate

Box 1. Nature-based climate change
mitigation within Ireland’s key partner
countries in sub-Saharan Africa
Zambia estimates more than 70% of its emission
comes from land use changes and forestry.
Therefore, it emphasises reforestation, sustainable
charcoal production, participatory forest
management and conservation agriculture in its
mitigation strategy.
Ethiopia, Liberia, Malawi, Mozambique, Sierra
Leone, Tanzania and Uganda are part of the
African Forest Landscape Restoration Initiative
(AFR100), aiming to restore 100 million hectares
of forest by 2030. Many countries reflect
these restoration efforts in their mitigation and
adaptation strategies (see Box 2). Examples of
nature-based solutions for mitigation include:
• Ethiopia is protecting and restoring its forests
to deliver almost half of its emissions reduction
target for 2030. It pledges to plant four billion
trees a year and restore 15 million hectares of
forest landscape by 2030.
• Liberia is improving forest and rubber plantation
management to reduce emissions. It commits to
restore a million hectares of forest by 2030.
• Malawi estimates that forestry generates 78%
of its emissions, and agriculture 16%. It looks
to sustainable agricultural intensification and
forest conservation to reduce emissions. The
government is committed to afforestation to
increase carbon stocks and restore 4.5 million
hectares of forest landscape by 2030.
• Mozambique is restoring its degraded forest
land, improving community forest management
and supporting sustainable charcoal production
to reduce emissions. It commits to restore a
million hectares of forest land by 2030.
• Tanzania is strengthening its national tree
planting programmes, participatory forest
management programmes and conservation
of natural forests to reduce its emissions. It
commits to restore 5.2 million hectare of forest
land by 2030.
• Uganda aims to reverse deforestation and
increase forest cover by 7% by 2030 through
conservation, afforestation and sustainable
biomass production. It commits to restore 2.5
million hectares of forest land by 2030.

Box 2. Examples of EbA in Ireland’s key
partner countries
Ethiopia promotes agroforestry and sustainable
afforestation of degraded forest to help diversify
farmers’ income and so adapt to erratic rainfall.
It supports ecological farming, sustainable land
management practices and diverse crop and
fodder varieties to reverse soil erosion, restore
water balance and cope with diseases and pests.
Liberia supports agroforestry to increase
agriculture resilience and conserve its coastal
mangrove ecosystems, reducing coastal erosion
and making communities more resilient.
Malawi promotes conservation agriculture,
agroforestry and water catchment area protection
within its adaptation strategy. It recognises that
better management of forest resources can help
provide adaptation co-benefits. For example,
bee-keeping and mushroom harvesting can help
diversify communities’ incomes.
Mozambique invests in safeguarding and restoring
the natural drainage capacity of its rivers and
mangroves to safeguard its cities from sea level
rise and storm surges.
Sierra Leone supports better management of
rangeland and pastureland rehabilitation within
its adaptation strategy. It also pledges to restore
0.7 million hectares of forest landscape by 2030,
emphasising production potential.
Tanzania promotes sustainable pasture and
rangeland management systems and sustainable
management of forest and forest protection to
make the agriculture and forest sectors more
productive. It also supports water catchment
conservation to control floods and better harvest
rainwater. It aims to restore mangroves to reduce
the impacts of sea level rise and storm surges.
Uganda values sustainable wetland management
for preventing floods, and supports agroforestry,
afforestation and reforestation and watershed
conservation to reduce vulnerability in agricultural
and forest sectors.
Zambia promotes agroforestry, diversification
of crop and livestock varieties, and improved
rangeland management to enhance agriculture
productivity. It also supports sustainable
management of wildlife resources and protection
of wildlife corridors to help diversify income for
local communities. It promotes forest conservation
in Zambezi, Kafue and Luangwa watersheds to
improve water security.

change policies and debates (See Box 4). Countries
often combine nature-based solutions with engineered
solutions (such as industrial carbon capture and storage,
engineered coastal defences).
• Low-cost: Conservation, restoration and better
natural resource management often costs less than
purely engineered mitigation or adaptation. Many
nature-based mitigation solutions cost a quarter (or
less) of the equivalent carbon capture and storage
technologies. Nature-based coastal adaptation
could be two to five times more cost-effective than
engineered structures.9
• Wide-ranging benefits: Engineered solutions
for climate change impacts often focus on single
purposes and provide limited benefits. Consider
slope stabilisation with geotextiles, engineered
flood defences, or high sea levees: they all protect
human settlements but nature-based solutions might
provide wider benefits. For example, reforestation on
Mount Elgon in Uganda slows runoff, reducing soil
erosion and landslide risk, but also increasing carbon
sequestration and providing habitats. Agroforestry
and restoration efforts diversify local communities’
income and provide more sustainable access to
fuel wood. Similarly, in Zambia’s Luangwa Valley,
conservation agriculture combined with improved
forest management has increased and diversified
farmers’ income, boosted productivity (despite
drought), reduced poaching and lessened emissions.10
• Reaching the most vulnerable: Nature-based
solutions often reach futher than engineered
solutions, including to vulnerable groups (see also
Climate Action and Extreme Vulnerability in this
series). Adaptation approaches must be inclusive
and participatory, and often need to target help
to vulnerable groups.11 For example, mangrove
restoration in Mozambique is reducing flood risks
for coastal cities, but also providing jobs for poor
residents, particularly women growing young
mangrove plants. Community-based natural resource
management in Ethiopian pastoral communities has
improved local governance and empowered women
and the most vulnerable households to deal with
climate change impacts (also see Box 3).

2.4 Challenges in practice
Although EbA and other nature-based solutions offer
huge opportunities, there are practical challenges.
Trade-offs between benefits: Despite wide-ranging
benefits, natural resource management decisions
often increase some benefits while decreasing others.
Acknowledging and understanding trade-offs is important.
For example, large-scale monoculture tree plantations
absorb carbon quickly and provide short-term revenue.
But they can exacerbate water scarcity in arid or semi-arid
regions. And they can make communities less resilient,
for example by being fire-prone during drought. Different
stakeholders want different benefits, and benefits do
not necessarily accrue equitably. For example, natural

Box 3. Nature-based solutions and
equality efforts benefit each other
Activities that tackle gender inequality are a
fundamental building block for nature-based
solutions to climate challenges. In many
developing countries, women are important
natural resources managers. For example, women
make up about half of sub-Saharan Africa’s
agriculture workforce.12 Often, women are
predominantly responsible for providing water,
fuel and food for their communities.13
However, women often face barriers when
accessing land, credit and decision-making
processes, making them more vulnerable to
biodiversity loss and climate change. For example,
women and girls spend considerably more time
fetching water and fuelwood after drought and as
forests are degraded.14,15 This can deprive them
of education and income opportunities, and can
increase their exposure to violence.16
Improving gender equality makes nature-based
solutions more effective. It improves resource
governance, reducing biodiversity loss and
delivering adaptation benefits.17,18 All nature-based
solutions must ensure they actively reduce women’s
and girls’ vulnerabilities. For good examples, see
IIED’s 2019 report on EbA across 13 project sites.11

Box 4. Nature-based solutions in
International Climate Change Policies
Both the Global Assessment24 of the
Intergovernmental Science-Policy Platform on
Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services (IPBES)
and the Climate Change and Land Report of the
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change
(IPCC)25 highlight the importance of nature-based
solutions. The Global Adaptation Commission and
UN Climate Action Summit have a specific action
track for nature-based solutions.
Over two thirds of signatories to the UNFCCC’s
Paris Agreement include nature-based solutions
in their climate change mitigation and/or
adaptation strategies. All low-income countries
include nature-based solutions prominently
in their nationally determined contributions,
compared to only 27% of high-income countries.
Forest conservation, restoration and sustainable
management are the main nature-based solutions
used for mitigation.26

forest restoration may increase carbon storage, regulate
water, and prevent landslides, but it may mean less land
for stable food crops, which can be difficult for rapidly
growing populations.
Trade-offs over time: Greater biodiversity usually provides
more long-term benefits for more people. But there may
still be temporal trade-offs. For example, agroforestry
practices may take years to improve degraded soils
whereas current agricultural practice offers short-term
prosperity. Ensuring nature-based solutions can provide
sufficient short-term benefits is an important challenge.
Measuring effectiveness: Many non-monetary and
long-term benefits of nature-based solutions are hard to
measure, requiring indicators and metrics that can capture
the interactions between social and ecological systems.
Theoretically, nature-based mitigation could take carbon
as a sole measure of effectiveness. But unless such
solutions understand local situations and are grounded
in sound ecosystem and biodiversity science, they can
inadvertently reduce climate resilience and compromise
long-term carbon storage.19 For example, insecure land
tenure can mean reforestation benefits are unfairly
distributed, undermining accountability, diminishing
incentives for sustainable use, and even providing
perverse incentives to deforest.20
Understanding how human and climate resilience are
interlinked is important. IUCN and IIED publications21,22
offer broad frameworks for understanding the
effectiveness of EbA, but specific indicators will be
needed for each context.19

Governance: Nature-based solutions often need to
operate over broad land or seascapes, sectors and
jurisdictional boundaries. Geopolitics often hinders
transboundary collaborations, and within national
governments, political rivalry or instability can undermine
collaboration. Nature-based solutions also require
interdisciplinary design and implementation stages,
whereas government departments, research institutions
or local technical services often have narrow expertise
and work independently.22 Conflicting incentives and
regulations can hinder ecosystem-based approaches.
Funding: Nature-based solutions are only receiving
a small share of global climate finance,23 with
most supporting mitigation through multilateral,
bilateral or civil-society funding mechanisms such as
REDD+, voluntary carbon markets and Trillion Trees.
International funding for nature-based adaptation is
extremely limited, despite its strategic relevance for
developing countries with low historical emission levels.

3. Implications of The Biodiversity Crisis
The world is experiencing a biodiversity crisis as
severe as the climate crisis. The IPBES24 warns that “…
biodiversity and ecosystem functions and services, are
declining worldwide” and that “biodiversity is declining
faster than at any time in human history”. This loss
extends to genes (around three quarters of previously
known crop genetic diversity are lost), species (about
a quarter are threatened with extinction) and natural
ecosystems (which have, on average, nearly halved in
extent or condition).

Figure 2. Drivers of biodiversity loss and nature degradation. * Since prehistory.

Source: IPBES Global Assessment Report 201924

3.1 Interacting crises
Climate change drives biodiversity loss (Figure 3) and
biodiversity loss undermines climate change resilience
while constraining adaptation and mitigation.
Less diverse ecosystems are less resilient, and less able
to supply functions and services, undermining adaptive
capacity. For example, tree plantations are worse at
reducing surface temperatures than diverse, old-growth
woodlands.27 Low genetic diversity within agriculture
makes farmers’ livelihoods more vulnerable to drought,
salinity and diseases. Many locally adapted crop and
livestock varieties may be lost before their potential
adaptive roles are recognised.28
As the twin biodiversity and climate crises accelerate,
it is uncertain which nature-based solutions will remain
viable. For example, land may be so degraded that
restoring native vegetation is no longer feasible.11
Mangroves and coral reefs could die and no longer
provide coastal storm protection.29

3.2 The Biodiversity Crisis Undermines
Development Efforts
Biodiversity loss poses risks to development priorities
beyond climate action: including health, nutrition and
gender equality (Table 2).
Poorly-thought-through responses to biodiversity
loss and badly-planned nature-based solutions can
undermine development. For example, state-run
protected areas often disadvantage rural communities
by evicting them or restricting access. Locals rarely reap
the rewards from conservation efforts. Similarly, naturebased solutions that plant trees on lands local people
use, including for agriculture and livestock grazing, can
undermine livelihoods.
It is critical that responses to climate change,
biodiversity loss and development are socially just,
inclusive and respond to trade-offs between benefits
and beneficiaries.

The ramifications are potentially world-changing. For
example, large-scale disruption to natural ecosystems,
whether through land use or climate change, is
bringing people into closer contact with animal disease,
heightening the risk of transmission. Addressing such
drivers is important, not just in reducing pandemic
risks, but also for tackling climate change and securing
sustainable development. Efforts to ‘Build Back Better’
from the COVID-19 crisis could look to nature-based
solutions that generate jobs and economic growth at the
same time as protecting, managing or restoring nature.30

3.3 What to address in your work
It is critical that development interventions do not
exacerbate biodiversity loss. Instead, the opportunities
for investing in biodiversity for climate-resilient
development must be grasped. To minimise risk and
maximise opportunities, take these actions.
Senior Policy Level
• Prioritise development assistance taking a ‘triple
agenda’ approach, i.e. thinking, recognising and
communicating the links between biodiversity, climate
change and development, including in responses to
COVID-19.
• Ensure all development interventions, including
climate action, are checked for unintended
biodiversity damage ( ‘nature-proofed’). Use a
biodiversity screening process before signing-off new
interventions. Aim to check for potential impacts, and
put mitigation measures in place and/or halt damaging
investments.
• Identify opportunities for nature-based solutions
when programming climate action for both mitigation
and adaptation. Ensure opportunities are screened for
biodiversity and livelihood/human rights risks. The
Nature-Based Solutions Guidelines
(https://nbsguidelines.info/) provide advice.

Table 2. Risks to development priorities from biodiversity loss
Development Priority

Implications of biodiversity loss

Food systems and food
security

Reduced availability of wild foods, reduced potential for agricultural productivity, reduced
nutritional security.

Health

Poorer nutrition, exposure to agricultural chemicals used to compensate for reduced
productivity, reduced access to traditional medicines, reduced options for future drug
development, increased disease burden, risk of emergent disease, reduced protection
against pollution.

Climate change mitigation

Less carbon held and stored as ecosystems are damaged

Climate change adaptation Reduced adaptive capacity and resilience, exacerbation of natural disasters, increased
and disaster risk reduction vulnerability.
Gender equality

Increased time and labour burdens, with genders and ages affected differently. Knock-on
effects on time availability of other activities.

Private sector
development

High risk to the likelihood of business investment and success, particularly in the Least
Developed Countries.

• Identify opportunities for nature-based solutions
in COVID-19 recovery plans and green stimulus
packages.

• Work with delivery partners to support local
champions of nature-based solutions, and their
communities, to scale up good practice.

Programme/Technical staff

• Invest in livelihood development schemes in high/
vulnerable biodiversity areas to reduce local reliance
on threatened biodiversity and/or to improve
environmentally damaging practices while supporting
climate change resilience and adaptation.

• Build relevant screening and safeguarding processes
for biodiversity and development risk assessment into
programming cycles – particularly when designing
interventions.
• Support partners’ capacity and knowledge
development in ‘triple agenda’ programming,
recognising the links between biodiversity,
development and climate change and improving
national policy coherence.
• Support South-South learning among Irish-Aid
partner countries on EbA as part of climate adaptation
strategies. Consider such initiatives for support under
LIFE-AR (see Climate Action and Governance in this
series).
• Work with delivery partners to support cross-sectoral
collaborations and enable interdisciplinary research in
partner countries. ‘Silo thinking’ hinders nature-based
solutions for climate change: ‘triple agenda’ thinking is
needed instead.

Delivery partners
• Ensure compliance with biodiversity risk assessment
policy and processes.
• Identify opportunities to include nature-based
solutions in projects and interventions.
• Develop reporting to Irish Aid that takes a ‘triple
agenda’ approach, addressing development, climate
change and biodiversity issues.
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Arresting climate change is a major global
challenge of our time and cuts across all
other development challenges. Ireland is
future-proofing its development cooperation by
integrating climate action into all areas, so that
the poorest and most vulnerable are not left
further behind by the climate crisis.
Irish Aid and IIED have identified several themes
that are central to climate action, especially for
those furthest behind. Our series of Climate Key
Sheets includes:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Climate action and extreme vulnerability
Climate action and conflict
Climate action and drylands development
Climate action for governance programmes
Climate action and the biodiversity crisis
Climate action to support trade and green
growth
Climate action to support health and human
nutrition
Climate action that lessens displacement and
migration
Climate action and humanitarian responses
Climate action for adaptive social protection.

The Climate Key Sheets have been generated
with the support of Irish Aid through the Climate
Change and Development Learning Platform
(see: www.climatelearningplatform.org). They aim
to provide staff of the Department of Foreign
Affairs and Trade with accessible and cutting-edge
information and knowledge that can be referred
to in policy development and programming. They
build upon the themes set out in the ‘A Better
World’ policy paper, and each links to more
information and sources of expertise.
The views expressed in the Climate Key
Sheets are those of the authors and not of the
Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade.
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